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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the application filed on 08 November 2000. 

2. Claims 1-25 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sonderegger et al. U.S. patent no. 5,859,978 in view of Olds U.S. patent no. 
5,878,415. 

5. As to claim 1 , Sonderegger, Managing Application Programs In A computer 
Network By Using A Database Of Application Objects, discloses a system for 
management of a network of devices (Fig. 2, items 42, 44) and resources (applications) 
available to the devices via a computer network, comprising: 

a network directory (Fig. 2, item 10) defining a hierarchical tree structure containing 
nodes corresponding to the network of devices and defining control settings (control 
properties) corresponding to and to be enforced upon the resources available to the 
devices (co/. 3, lines 23-31)] 

a directory server (Fig. 2, items 24, 26) in communication with the network directory to 
facilitate accessing data from and storing data to the network directory, the data relating 
to the nodes of the hierarchical tree structure corresponding to the devices and to the 
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control settings corresponding to the resources (col. 5, lines 15- 50; col. 6, line 37- col. 
7, line 48)\ and 

an end node (Fig, 2, items 42, 44) corresponding to each device in the network of 
devices and resources corresponding to the device, the end node being in 
communication with the directory server and the resources corresponding to the device, 
the end node being adapted to enforce the control settings corresponding to the 
resources contained in the network directory (the launcher automatically launches 
specified "auto start" applications when a user runs the launcher, col. 3, lines 23-44), 
However, Sonderegger does not explicitly disclose the step of wherein the control 
settings corresponding to the resources of each device are selectively inherited down 
the hierarchical tree structure of the network directory and wherein the control settings 
are determined at each end node. Thus, the artisan would have been motivated to look 
into the related networking arts for potential methods and apparatus for implementing 
the control settings or configuration data (or parameters) selective inheritably down the 
hierarchical tree structure of the network directory at the node. 
In the same field of endeavor, Olds, Controlling Access To objects In A Hierarchal 
Database, discloses that in Fig. 2, during the selection step 42, an ancestor object is 
selected, the ancestor object is a hierarchical ancestor of the target object In those 
cases where the target choosing step 40, chooses several objects in a subtree, the 
ancestor object is typically either the root of the subtree or a near ancestor of the root 
object. . . During a reading step 46, one or more access control values in an access 
control property of the ancestor object are read. The values are then used during a 
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propagating step 48, which propagates the inheritable access constraint by applying it 
to at least the target object (col. 7, lines 7-65). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at 
the time the invention was made to have incorporated Olds' teachings of the selection of 
control settings inheritably in the hierarchical tree structure (Olds, Abstract, col. 4, line 
33 - col. 5, line 33) with the teachings of Sonderegger, for the purpose of effectively 
granting limited rights to a specialized administrators in a hierarchical database and 
extending compatibility of existing systems (Olds, col. 4, lines 21-23; col. 9, lines 36-47). 

6. As to claim 2, Sonderegger-Olds discloses, further comprising a management 
console in communication with the network directory and the directory server for 
providing a user interface, the management console being adapted to selectively 
display the hierarchical tree structure and the control settings stored in the network 
directory (Sonderegger, Fig. 2, item 10; Olds, Fig. 3, item 10). 

7. As to claim 3, Sonderegger-Olds discloses, wherein the end node dynamically 
calculates the control setting of the selected node by reading the control settings of 
nodes along a path of nodes from a root of the hierarchical tree structure down to the 
selected node and wherein the end node overwrites previously written control settings 
upon reading conflicting control settings at each node along the path of nodes {Olds, 
Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7-50). 

8. As to claim 4, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, wherein the end node dynamically 
calculates the control setting by reading the control settings of the end node up to the 



Application/Control Number: 09/708,927 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2142 

control settings of a root of the hierarchical tree structure (O/c/s, Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7- 
50). 

9. As to claim 5, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, wherein each control setting is 
selected from the group consisting of a configuration rule and a scheduled task {Olds, 
Abstract; Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7-50). 

1 0. As to claim 6, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, wherein at least one control setting is 
a scheduled task and wherein the end node causes performance of the task when the 
scheduled task is to be performed (Sonderegger, col. 3, lines 7-67). 

11. As to claim 7, Sonderegger-Olds disclose a method for management of a 
network of devices and resources available to the devices via a computer network, 
comprising: 

for each device of the network of devices, calculating control settings to be 
enforced the device upon the resources corresponding to the device (Olds, Abstract, 
col. 7, lines 7 - 50), 

wherein the calculating, is performed by the device by accessing data stored in a 
network directory defining a hierarchical tree structure containing nodes, each node 
corresponding to a device of the network of devices, and defining control settings 
corresponding to and to be enforced upon the resources available to the corresponding 
device and wherein the control settings corresponding to the resources of each device 
are selectively inherited down the hierarchical tree structure of the network directory 
(Sonderegger, Fig. 2, item 10; col. 3, lines 23-31; col. 5, lines 15- 50; col. 6, line 37- 
col. 7, line 48; Olds, Abstract; Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7-50). 
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12. As to claim 8, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, further comprising enforcing the 
control settings by the device upon the resources available to the device (Sonderergger, 
col. 3, lines 8-56; Olds, Abstract, col. 4, line 33 -col. 4, line 33). 

13. Claim 9 has similar limitations of claim 2; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 2 above. 

14. As to claim 10, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, further comprising dynamically 
calculating the control settings of a selected node of the hierarchical tree structure by 
the device (Sonderergger, col. 3, lines 8-56; Olds, Abstract, Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7-50). 

15. As to claim 1 1 , Sonderegger-Olds disclose, wherein the dynamic calculating 
includes reading, control settings of nodes alone a path of nodes from a root of the 
hierarchical tree structure down to the selected node and overwriting prfeviously written 
control settings, upon reading conflicting control settings at each node along the path of 
nodes (Sonderergger, col. 3, lines 8-56; Olds, Abstract, Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7-50). 

16. As to claim 12, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, wherein the dynamic calculating 
includes reading control settings of nodes along a path of nodes from the control setting 
of the selected node up to the control settings of a root of the hierarchical tree structure 
(Sonderergger, col. 3, lines 8-56; Olds, Abstract, Fig. 2, col 7, lines 7-50). 

1 7. As to claim 13, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, wherein each control setting is 
selected from the group consisting of a configuration rule and a scheduled task 
(Sonderergger, col. 3, lines 8-56; Olds, Abstract, Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7-50). 

18. As to claim 14, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, wherein when the control setting is a 
scheduled task, further comprising causing performance of the task by the end node 
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when the scheduled task is to be performed (Sonderergger, col. 3, lines 8-56; Olds, 
Abstract, Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7-50). 

19. As to claim 1 5, Sonderegger-Olds disclose, further comprising selectively 
transmitting data from a software repository of the directory server to the device 
(Sonderergger, col. 3, lines 8-56; Olds, Abstract, Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 7-50). 

20. Claim 16 corresponds to the computer program product claim of claim 7; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale as above in claim 7. 

21 . Claims 17-24 are similar limitations of claims 8-15; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 8-15 above. 

22. Claim 25 corresponds to the computer program product claim of claim 1 ; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale as above in claim 1 . 
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23. Further references of interest are cited on Form PTO-892, which is an 
attachment to this action. 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hai V. Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-306- 
0276. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30 Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached on 703-305-9705. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Hai V. Nguyen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2142 
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